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David Beiin died on January 17th of this year 
after taking a serious fell in a hotel room in 
Rochester, Minnesota. Beiin was there for a rou- 
tine physical examination at the Mayo Clinic. 
Beiin was one of the 14 assistant counsels se- 
lected to do most of the actual casework for 
the Warren Commission investigation into the 
murder of President Kennedy. He wrote two 
books on the subject, November 22, 1963: You 
Are the Jury (1973), and Final Disclosure (1988). 

There were a number of rather long obitu- 
aries accompanying the news of Belin's death. 
These appeared in the Des Moines Register , The 
New York Times, and The Tribune of Ames (owned 
by Beiin). Although the obituaries all ignored 
Belin’s lamentable legal practices while serv- 
ing on the Commission, they do give us some 
interesting background material on the Iowa 
lawyer. 

Beiin was bom in Washington D.C. in 
1928. His family then moved to Sioux City, 
Iowa. After graduating from high school, he 
enlisted in the U. S. Army and served in Ko- 
rea. Afterwards, he earned both a law degree 
and an MBA from the University of Michigan. 
In 1954, he moved to Des Moines to practice 
law. At the time of his death he was senior 
partner in Beiin Lamson McCormick Zumbach 
and Flynn. Beiin was an authority on estate 
law, i.e. on protecting wealthy people's assets 
through estate planning. He actually wrote a 
book on the subject called Leaving Money Wisely. 
He was at work on a second, similar volume 
at the time of his death. His legal specialty, 
according to The New York Times, was corpo- 
rate and estate law and litigation. In New York 
City, where his second wife maintained a per- 
manent apartment, he served as an adviser to 
wealthy families. (There was no notice made 
in any obituary of the incongruity of a busi- 
ness attorney investigating a homicide case.) 

Further illuminating Belin’s career, the Times 
stated that he was involved as an investor, along 
with Dow Jones and Company, in an unsuc- 
cessful 1 984 bid for the Des Moines Register. This 


combination of legal knowledge and friends in 
high places allowed Beiin to be listed in the 
National Law Journal as one of the 100 most 
influential lawyers in America on three occa- 
sions. As a further example of his friends in 
high places, one of Belin’s partners as co-owner 
of the Tribune, Michael Gartner, was a former 
president of NBC News. And Gartner owned 
not one but several midwest publications with 
his fellow investor Beiin. Beiin also chaired the 
committee Lawyers for Nixon-Agnew in 1968. 

But for readers of this journal, Belin’s prime 
role in constructing the jerry-built Warren Re- 
port, plus his incessant activities in support of 
it afterward, are of the most stellar interest. 
Only slightly less interesting was his function 
as executive director of the 1975 Rockefeller 
Commission, which purported to investigate 
the illegal activities of the Central Intelligence 
Agency. There’s a good reason why none of the 
obituaries went into any depth about Belin’s 
activities behind the scenes at the Warren Com- 
mission. Any true examination of such would 
have exposed both Beiin and the Commission 
as frauds. Take, for example, Belin’s editing of 
witness testimony for the Warren Commission 
volumes. When Dallas policeman Roger Craig 
visited the home of the late great Warren Com- 
mission critic Maggie Field, he pointed out 22 
instances in which Beiin had cut out important 
things he said under deposition. For instance, 
when Beiin showed Craig two sets of clothing 
each in a cardboard box, Craig picked out 
Oswald’s correct garments, something very dif- 
ficult to do if he had only seen black and white 
photos of the alleged assassin. This would bol- 
ster Craig’s story that he had seen Oswald get 
in a station wagon in front of the Texas School 
Book Depository and later had confronted Os- 
wald with this knowledge at the police station. 
Craig said that Beiin foiled to make that identi- 
fication part of the official record. 

Then there is the famous Charles Givens 
episode. Givens was a Texas School Book De- 
pository employee who originally told both the 
FBI and the Dallas Police that he had seen Lee 
Harvey Oswald on the first floor of the build- 
ing about 30 minutes before the shooting. But 


as time went on and the Warren Commission 
was having a difficult time finding a witness 
who could place Oswald on the sixth floor be- 
fore the crime, Givens proved pliable to the task. 

In Sylvia Meagher’s devastating 1971 Texas 
Observer article, she minutely detailed how Giv- 
ens story had changed from 1 1/22/63 to April 
of 1964. She even discovered how it was prob- 
ably changed. Quoting Meagher: 

Lt. Jack Revill of the Dallas Police was interviewed 
by FBI agent Robert Gemberling about press rumors 
of a Negro being held in protective custody. Revill 
"stated that Givens had been previously handled by 1 
the Special Services Bureau on a marijuana charge 
and he believes that Givens would change is story • - 
for money." 

Meagher convincingly shows that this is.* 
what happened. For on April 8, 1964 Charles ’• 
Givens gave a sworn deposition to Beiin. No. ' 
one else was there but a stenographer. For the 
first time Givens now said that he saw Oswald, 
not on the first floor, but on the sixth. He said 
that he went up to the sixth floor to retrieve a . 
pack of misplaced cigarettes. Again, quoting ; 
Meaghen ’ 

Beiin should have been fully aware that Givens had 
told a completely different story to the FBI and the 
police on the day of the assassination ... since Beiin 
had co-authored the report which discussed 
Givens'accounts of his movements in considerable 
detail. But Beiin did not challenge Givens' new story 
nor place on record that on several earlier occasions 
Givens had sworn to a completely different account 
of his movements and actions on the day of the 
assassination. 

Consequently, this concocted story, with 
Belin’s acceptance, made it into the Warren 
Report. (The section is entitled "Oswald’s Pres- 
ence on the Sixth Floor Approximately 35 Min- 
utes before the Assassination.”) 

Author Jerry Policoffhas also pointed out 
another instance of Belin’s fiddling with the 
evidence. When the consul was trying to pin 
the murder of police officer J. D. Tippit on Os- 
wald, he showed a witness a jacket suppos- 
edly left at the scene of the crime by the killer. 
When Beiin lifted a blue jacket up for identi- 
continued on page 29 
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Ruby 
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from the street. Following its own research on 
the spot, it plumped instead for a brand-new hy- 
pothesis. The Committee found that Ruby could 
have got into the basement by slipping down an 
alleyway at the side of the police station. In the 
middle of the alley is a door opening onto the 
ground floor of the building which houses the 
police station, and from there Ruby could have 
reached the basement. It was a far less conspicu- 
ous means of entry than the ramp route and 
therefore a better choice for a premeditated ap- 
proach. The Committee had to consider whether, 
if he indeed took this route. Ruby would have been 
stopped by a locked internal door leading to the 
basement. On this point, it once again encoun- 
tered the ubiquitous voice of Sergeant [Patrick] 
Dean. It turned out that he had vacillated in his 
statements as to whether the door could be 
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opened from the outside. On 
one occasion he had not an- 
swered the question and then 
said he had been assured by a 
maintenance man that the door 
was secure from both sides. 
Two maintenance men and a 
porter had said the opposite. 
They asserted it could be 
opened, without using a key, 
from the direction Ruby would 
have entered. (Summers, p. 
468, 1991 edition) 

Sergeant Patrick Dean, a 
longtime acquaintance of 
Ruby’s, told Warren Com- 
mission counsel Burt Griffin 
that Ruby admitted to him, 
in front of Secret Service 
agent Forrest Sorrels, that he 
entered the basement via the 
Main Street 



Western Union on Main. 


ramp. Sorrels 
denied Ruby ever made such a 
statement in front of him. The 
Committee reported that Dean 
refused to answer questions put 
to him in a sworn affidavit. 
Dean told investigators that he 
feared he was being "set-up”. 
We will never know the truth 
since Dean has since died. 

The Warren Report provides 
us with a diagram of the base- 
ment of the Dallas Police Build- 
ing (CE 2179), which shows 
the three elevators opening into 
the garage, and the steps, by the 
elevators, that Ruby would have 
used to gain entrance to the 


Back of Municipal Building and jail, also on Main. The building in left 
comer housed the Western Union office. 


basement. They do not however provide a flooi 
plan of the main floor that would show the 
alleyway door that Ruby surely used to entei 
the building. 

The truth about that door can be seen by 
anyone who takes a visit to the comer of Pearl 
and Main Streets, in Dallas. Standing in front 
of the former Western Union Office Building, 
the door to the Municipal Building can be seen 
and signaled from and could easily be reached 
in seconds. 

The $25.00 money order was allegedly a 
partial rent payment to Little Lynn. It provided 
a cover story for Ruby, and for the police who 
may have assisted his entry into the second 
assassination in Dallas that weekend. 4 


Belin 
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fication purposes, the response was affirma- 
tive. It should not have been. Belin had mixed 
up Oswald’s blue jacket left at the depository 
with the gray jacket found near the crime 
scene. Belin quickly realized his error for his 
first book, November 22, 1963: You Are the Jury. 
There he changed the exhibit number to the 
one of the gray jacket to make it appear as a 
correa witness identification (Rolling Stone 4/ 
24/75). 

Belin’s other work on the Rockefeller Com- 
mission and on his second book is basically 
just as limp. Belin makes much of the CIA 
assassination plots he tried to get into the 
Rockefeller Report, but in his own book Final 
Disclosure, published in 1988, there is not 
nearly as much detail on any of those plots as 
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there was in the Church Committee Report. 
And in Final Disclosure, Belin makes a concerted 
effort to try to pin the Castro plots on the 
Kennedy White House. So it is no surprise 
that Seymour Hersh consulted with Belin for 
The Dark Side of Camelot. And even though Be- 
lin was unsatisfied with the Rockefeller 
Commission’s reporting of the CIA murder 
plots, this never extended into any possible 
CIA role in the JFK murder. In a memorable 
utterance on Nightline on the 25 th anniversary 
of the JFK assassination, Belin stated that he 
had seen every CIA document dealing with the 
Kennedy assassination. Tony Summers com- 
mented that Belin was a very priveleged per- 
son if that were a true statement. Since it does 
not seem that even the Assassination Records 
Review Board has seen every CIA document, 
Belin’s utterance seems another ersatz one. 

Belin, of course, created a ruckus at the 
time that Oliver Stone’s film JFK appeared in 


1991. He called a press conference at which 
he railed against the movie as a work of pro- 
paganda worthy of Leni Riefenstahl’s Triumph 
of the Will. He repeated the same charge in 
1996 at the ARRB hearing in Los Angeles. For 
those unfamiliar with film history, Riefenstahl 
was Adolf Hitler’s prodigiously talented offi- 
cial documentary/propaganda film-maker. 
Stone’s film forced our government to open 
up its classified vaults on a 30 year old crime 
i.e. it made the government tell the truth to 
the public by making a very provocative film. 
In other words, Belin's comparison was flat 
wrong. The essence of Hitler’s Germany was 
that no substantiated truth was necessary. The 
truth was what Hitler and his ministers said 
it was. Stone’s film, far from an aa glorifying 
fascism, was a victory for truth and democ- 
racy against propaganda. But, of course, any 
accomplice to the Warren Commission would 
not understand that. 4 


